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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 11-20, 31-39 have been canceled. 



2. 



Claims 1-10, 21-30 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims'!, 5-9,21,25-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US 2004/0103190 issued to Kunihiko Mochizuki 
("Mochizuki")and US 2004/0064568 issued to Akhil K. Arora ("Arora") and US 
Patent 7,127,641 issued to Doug Anderson ("Anderson"). 

As per claim 1 Mochizuki teaches: 

extracting from the computer system information including, but not limited to, 
information about the computer operating system, hardware, and processor and 
storing the system information in a log file (at [0042], extract information about computer 
hardware and software of user's PC and stores the information in a configuration 
database (log file), [0023], extracts formal name of an operating system, service pack 
and build number.); 
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extracting from the computer executables information including, but not 
limited to, information about executables included in a defined set of folders stored on 
the computer and executables associated with services provided by the computer and 
storing the executables information in the log file, the executables information including 
attributes determined by the executables the attributes including at least one 
attribute other that a version number (at [0038]-[0042], extract information about the 
configuration of the software and hardware, a formal name of the operating system, 
service pack, and build number are extracted as information about the software, version 
number of the Internet Explorer, additional information extracted applications 
(executable) installed and extracted from software from listed items of additions and 
deletions. Information on computer executable s would be extracted from a s set of 
folders, and PSAPI, DLL); 

extracting from the computer information regarding the application programs installed 
on the computer including linked executables and storing the application program 
information in the log file..., the application program information including 
attributes determined by the application programs including the linked executables 
([0040]-[0041], information about applications (executables) installed and resident 
applications is extracted. [0036], extracted information about the configuration of the 
software and/or hardware is stored in the configuration database (log file)). 

Mochizuki does not explicitly teach deriving a signature for each of the 
executables the signature being based on more than one of the plurality of attributes 
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associated with the related executable and storing the resultant signatures in the log 
file. Arora does teach this limitation at [0077], as single file attribute such as file name or 
identification is transformed to a hash function and [0073], as hash one or more 
attributes to create a key to efficiently access data ( a signature is a sequence of data 
for identification). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify Mochizuki with deriving a signature for each of the 
executables based on a subset of the attributes associated with the executable and 
storing the resultant signatures in the log file to efficiently access data. 

Mochizuki and Arora do not explicitly teach a log file in a standardized language. 
Anderson does teach this limitation (column 7, lines 1-4, as capturing results in an 
XMLlog file) to efficiently capture execution history information. It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Mochizuki and Arora with a XML log file to efficiently capture execution history 
information (column 7, lines 1-5). 

As per claim 21, Mochizuki teaches: 

enumerating executables associated with each application of a plurality of applications 
installed on the computer and each service of a plurality of services provided by the 
computer that has an associated executable and for each executable, extracting 
information about the executable, the information including a plurality of attributes 
associated with the executable number (at [0038]-[0042], extract information about the 
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configuration of the software and hardware, a formal name of the operating system, 
service pack, and build number are extracted as information about the software, version 
number of the Internet Explorer, additional information extracted applications 
(executable) installed and extracted from software from listed items of additions and 
deletions. Information on computer executable s would be extracted from an s set of 
folders, and PSAPI, DLL), information about applications (executables) installed and 
resident applications is extracted, [0036], extracted information about the configuration 
of the software and/or hardware is stored in the configuration database (log file)). 

Mochizuki does not explicitly teach deriving a signature for each executable from a 
combined set of attributes, the combined set of attributes including at least two of the 
attributes associated with the related executable. Arora does teach this limitation at 
[0077], as single file attribute such as file name or identification is transformed to a hash 
function and [0073], as hash one or more attributes to create a key to efficiently access 
data ( a signature is a sequence of data for identification). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Mochizuki with 
deriving a signature for a combined set of attributes including from each of the 
executables to efficiently access data. 

Mochizuki and Arora do not explicitly teach a log file in a standardized language. 
Anderson does teach this limitation (column 7, lines 1-4, as capturing results in an 
XMLlog file) to efficiently capture execution history information. It would have been 
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obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Mochizuki and Arora with a XML log file to efficiently capture execution history 
information (column 7, lines 1-5). 

As per claim 5 same as claim arguments above and Mochizuki teaches: 
wherein extracting application program information comprises accessing an 
installer component of the computer ([0040], information about applications 
installed on the computer system is extracted from a list of additions and 
deletions). 

As per claim 6 same as claim arguments above and Mochizuki teaches: 

wherein the application program information is stored in connection with the 

installer component ([0040], information about applications 

installed on the computer system is extracted from a list of additions and 

deletions). 

As per claim 7 same as claim arguments above and Mochizuki teaches: 
wherein extracting the application program information comprises accessing 
more than one information source for the information ([0038]-[0041], information 
about applications installed on the computer system is extracted from a list of 
additions and deletions form the registry, information extracted using windows 
application interface, registry). 
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As per claim 8 same as claim arguments above and Mochizuki teaches: 
further comprising choosing a best source of the more than one information, and 
utilizing that best source to provide at least some of the application program 
information ([0038]-[0041], information about applications 
installed on the computer system is extracted from a list of additions and 
deletions form the registry, information extracted using windows application 
interface, registry). 

As per claim 9 same as claim arguments above and Mochizuki teaches: 
further comprising storing information about the sources other than the best 
source with the program application information ([0036], configuration database) 

Claims 25-29 are rejected under the same rationale as claims 5-9 arguments. 

Claims 2-4,22-24, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mochizuki and Arora and Anderson ("Anderson") as applied to claims 
1,21 above and further in view of Wong et al (US 2003/0090531). 

As per claims 2-4 same as claim arguments above and Mochizuki and Arora and 
Anderson do not explicitly teach storing ...in an XML file. Wong does teach this 
limitation at parg.137 to standardize and simplify the task of transferring data file from 
one type of computer system of software to another. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Mochizuki and Arora and 
Anderson with signatures ...associated with the executables to standardize and simplify 
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the task of transferring data file from one type of computer system of software to 
another at parg. 136, lines 7-8. 

Claims 22-24 are rejected under the same rationale as claim 2-4 arguments. 

Claims 10, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mochizuki and Arora and Anderson as applied to claims 1, 21 above and 
further in view of Kidder et al (US 004/0031030). 

As per claims 10, 30 same as claim arguments above and Mochizuki and Arora and 
Anderson do not explicitly teach wherein deriving a signature comprises generating a 
number from the subset utilizing a cyclic redundancy check. Kidder does teach this 
limitation to prevent errors and potential network device crashes due to applications not 
being upgraded. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify Mochizuki and Arora and Anderson with deriving a 
signature comprises generating a number from the subset utilizing a cyclic redundancy 
check to prevent errors and potential network device crashes due to applications not 
being upgraded (paragraph 458, lines 4-6). 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed May 9, 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

5. Regarding claim 1 , Applicant argues prior art of record does not teach "deriving a 
signature for each of the executables, the signature being based on more than one 
of the plurality of attributes associated with the related executable and storing the 
resultant signatures in the log file in the standardized language" . Arora does teach this 
limitation at [0073], as hash one or more attributes to create a key ( Examiners 
signature is a sequence of data for identification). 

6. Regarding claim 21 , Applicant argues prior art of record does not teach "deriving 
a signature for each executable from a combined set of attributes". Arora does teach 
this limitation at [0073], as hash one or more attributes to create a key. ( Examiner: a 
signature is a sequence of data for identification). 

Contact Information 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Susan F. Rayyan whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1675. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 7:30-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on 571-272-7079. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John R. Cottingham/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2167 

Susan Rayyan 
July 15, 2008 



